Throw her a piece of cloth 
Her nakedness to hide 
This Tamil refugee. 

In Thenmaradchi. 













How long can she hide her shame = 
Her arms and legs drawn up 
On a road without a name 
Holding an empty cup? 
This Tamil refugee 

In Thenmaradch1. 


Throw her a piece of cloth. 


The cloth that she wore before 
That which the soldiers tore 
Now lies soaked in gore 
Over it the cannon roar. 
This Tamil refugee 

In Thenmaradchi 


Throw her a piece of cloth. 
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VELUPILLAI PIRABAKARAN, National Leader of Tamil Eelam, 
In a special interview given to “VELICHAM’, a Tamil language 
literary magazine published in Jaffna. 


Pirabakaran On Youths 


“I’m all afire to build up a 
nation; that is the life-ideal | 
have set for myself. The future 
generation 1s the foundation for 
the nation we hope to build. 
Therefore I consider bringing up 
the future generation and 
molding its character and ideals 
as important as building up the 
nation. That 1s why I take so 
interest in the future 
generation. My ambition 1s to 
mold a new generation of youth 
who will be the architects of our 


much 


country's future. This new 
generation will be scientific- 
minded, patriotic, honest, 


decent, heroic, and possessed of 
a sense of honour, self-respect 
and dignity. 


We have taken the small boys 
and girls who have _ been 


affected by the war into our 
fond embrace and are nurturing 





them. I do not consider them orphans or 
children bereft of kith and kin. They are the 
children of our motherland and they are flowers 
which have bloomed on our soil. Just as we 
envisage our language and our soil as our 
Mother, I consider these as the children of the 
nation which 1s the mother of us all. I consider 
it our paramount duty to educate these children 
and bring them up on the correct lines as the 
architects of the future of the nation. That 1s 
why I pay very special attention to them.” 
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The present issue is dedicated to the 
sorrowful memory of all those Tamil 


civilians massacred in cold blood at 





point-blank range in Valvettithurm 
by the Indian Peace Keeping Force on 
2nd, 3rd and 4th August 1989. 
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WHY TAMIL EELAM ? 


HISTORICAL POINTERS TO THE PRESENT 
SRI LANKAN ETHNIC CONFLICT. 


INTRODUCTION 
TULF’s Vaddukotai Resolution, 1976 

The Tamils United Liberation Front at their first national conference in 
1976 adopted a resolution known as the Vaddukotai Resolution which was the first 
clear commitment of a Tamil political party to a separate state of Eelam. It listed a 
variety of actions taken by the Singhala majority to the detriment of the Tamil 
people including :- 

* deprivation of the Indian Tamils of citizenship and franchise 

* the “Singhala Only” language policy 

* State planned colonization of Tamil areas 

* giving Buddhism the foremost place under the constitution 

* denial of equal opportunity to Tamils in employment and education 

* the systematic cutting off of Ceylon Tamils from the mainstream of Tamil 
culture in South India 

* permitting and unleashing communal violence against Tamils 

* terrorising, torturing and imprisoning Tamil youth 

* imposing an unacceptable Republican Constitution on the Tamils in 1972. 

The resolution also referred to the failure of the efforts of the various Tamil 
political parties to win nghts through negotiations with successive governments or 
through entering into pacts with successive Prime Ministers. The resolution ended 
with the statement that 

“The Convention resolves that the restoration and reconstitution of the 
Free, Sovereign, Secular, Socialist State of TAMIUL EELAM based on the nght 
of self-determination inherent to every nation has become inevitable in order to 
safeguard the very existence of the Tamil nation in this country.” 

TULF fought the General Elections of 1977 on this manifesto and won 18 
out of 24 seats with an overwhelming majority of votes in the North and a simple 
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majority in the East. 

The purpose of the present paper is not only to inform ourselves as to how 
this tragic situation has come about but also to educate ourselves as to the 
historical antecedents to it of which most of us have become forgetful or only 
dimly aware and to draw some conclusions from this as to how this problem of the 
Tamils can be solved other than that offered by the Singhalas of expelling the 
Tamils from the island as a significant people. 

The Sn Lankan body politic is suffering from schizophrenia or a split 
personality brought on by the intemal contradictions of the Mahavamsa Plan. 
Blood transfusions of foreign aid have served to prolong the malady and postpone 
a decision long overdue whether or not to separate these temperamentally 
incompatible Siamese-twins by surgery and normalize them. Then they could 
choose, by mutual negotiation, to continue living side by side in a federal, con- 
federal or a completely separate state in their best mutual interests. Otherwise the 
present haemorrhaging will lead to an aggravated anaemic condition for both. 
Therefore, the history of the patient must be recorded first and that is unfolded in 
the following pages. Thereafter will follow suggested solutions based on this 
analysis. 


The Tamils '* 


Dr. Paul E. Peiris, a Singhalese ethnologist and antiquarian of international 
repute, has pointed to the five “eeswarams” (saivaite shrines) on the four cardinal 
points of the compass located on the shore-line of Ceylon pre-dating the birth of 
the Buddha as evidence of the ancient Tamil habitation of the island. Ptolemy, the 
Alexandrian cartographer of the second century A.D., has left behind a map of 
Ceylon on which some of these “eeswarams” are marked and other place names 
show a distinctly recognisable Tamil language origin (vide Ptolemy’s map 
Appendix II). The Mahavamsa, written in the Pali language during the Sth - 6th 
centuries A.D., also refers to this. The names of Tamil poets from Ceylon, such as 
Eelathu Pookum Thevar, figure in Sangham literature of 2000 years ago. The 
Mahavamsa also refers to the sovereignty exercised over all of Ceylon by the 
Tamil King Ellalan 161 - 117 B.C. from Anuradhapura. 


The Singhalese 


Much of present day Singhala nationalism is founded on the work known 
as the Mahavamsa which is described by the Encyclopaedia Brittanica as being of 
“dubious historicity”. The Mahavamsa, presumably written by Buddhist monks, 
recounts events up to a thousand years in retrospect and is not a contemporaneous 
record of events. 


According to the Mahavamsa story, Prince Vijaya of the country of Lala 
(located between present day West Bengal and Orissa) was banished by his father 
together with 700 of his companions during the Sth century B.C. and set adrift in a 
rudderless boat in the Bay of Bengal because their mischief in his country was no 
longer tolerable. The boat, wafted by the winds and currents, finally arrived in the 
island of Ceylon. There the prince married the reigning Queen Kuweni and thus 
became King of Ceylon - the Lion King as his ancestry was that of the Singha. But 
soon tiring of the affections of the queen he sent for brides for himself and his 
boon companions from South India and thus evolved the Singhalese race. 


During the first half of the first millennium A.D. Jaina-Buddhism gained 
ascendancy in the Tamil world flowering in Tamil literature in works such as the 
Epic of Manimekalai in which the heroine escaped from her enemies to 
Manipallavam or present-day Jaffna peninsula and sought refuge in a sanctuary 
there established by the Buddha. Jaffna, because it was the furthest land-mass out 
in the “dark ocean” on the sea-route to Suwarna Bumi, as South-East Asia was 
then called, enjoyed a special status as a convenient port of call for sea-farers. 

It is likely that like the Tamils the predecessors of the present-day 
Sinhalese too adopted the Buddhist faith during this period. 

Pali was a vernacular language spoken in the country around Lala and was 
adopted by the Buddha as a vehicle of communication with the common people in 
preference to Sanskrit which was the language of the elite. The Mahavamsa was 
written in this language using the Brahmi script. From this evolved the Singhalese 
spoken language incorporating Tamil and Sanskrit vocabulary. However, it was 
not until about the 12th century A.D. that the Singhalese language evolved a 
written script in a similar way. 

During the Sth-6th centuries A.D. there occurred a revival of Saivaism 


among the Tamil people and a casting away of Jaina-Buddhism sometimes by 
using cruel means such as impaling the adherents of these religions. The Brahmins 
who had entered the Tamil country low profile?” as pilgrims and led a tenuous 
existence as priests, teachers and astrologers having won the local Tamil rulers’ 
ears as advisers now assumed a role in this expulsion. 


The Saivaism that pre-dated the rise of Jaina-Buddhism up to the last 
Sangham period was based on patron deities of the five uses of land as described in 
Book JI of the Tholkapiam (Circa 3rd-4th centuries B.C.) and its manifestations 
were well within the bounds of the Laws of Physics. But the Saivaism that saw 
revival in the Sth-6th centuries A.D. was impregnated with the 


Metaphysics of the Brahmins, being part of the Brahmin interpolation of the Tamil 
language, religion, culture and society, with gods and goddesses playing a role in 
the affairs of men like deux ex machina performing miracles such as that of Appar 
Swamigal floating away on a slab of stone to safety from his Jaina enemies who 
had attempted to drown him tying him to it. Thus Saiva miracles contended with 
Jaina-Buddhist miracles in their missionary effort in the struggle that was taking 
place then between these two religious groups. Again, Thiru Gnana Sambanthar 
(7th century A.D.), a Brahmin child-prodigy whose earthly life-span was a mere 16 
years, miraculously cured a burning stomach ailment of the King of Madurai 
nicknamed Koon Pandiyan or Pandiyan the Hunch-backed, a follower of the Jaina 
faith thus inducing him to convert himself to the Saiva faith. The medications of 
the Jaina monks had failed to cure him of this ailment and he ordered the execution 
by impalement of eight thousand of them in consequence (Periya Puranam lines 
2251 to 2853). This event is commemorated annually on the 6th day of the month 
of Chithirai (April 23rd) to this day in Madurai Meenakshi Amman Temple. Many 
Buddhists who witnessed these events converted themselves to Saivaism. The 
Mahavamsa has to be read in the context of these remembered events whatever be 
the credibility of their historicity. 

The Jaina philosophy of life - negation and the Buddhist philosophy of 
withdrawal into monkhood clearly did not suit the Tamil psyche of extroversion 
flowering into dance, music, drama and sculptural effusion. 


The Singhalese did not follow the Tamil lead in the rejection of Jaina- 
Buddhism. The Mahavamsa may, therefore, well have been a reaction to this 


rejection of Buddhism and contains within it the seeds, such as the story of Dutu 
Gemunu, which have definitely seeded the present ethnic conflict in this paradise 
island. 


In chapter 24 of the Mahavamsa, is related the story of how Dutu Gemunu 
finally defeated the Tamil King Elara (Ellalan) and brought the entire island under 
the rule of the Singhalese. This story is taught in all Singhala language schools in 
Sn Lanka today and provides an insight into the Singhala mind when they call for 
Singhala-Buddhist chauvinist supremacy in the land. 
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bi a when Dutu Gemunu informed his father Kavantissa, ruler of the 
southem principality of Ruhuna, that he was going to declare war against the 


Tamils, his father replied: “Let the Tamils rule that side of the Maha Ganga (now 
Mahaweli Ganga) and the districts this side of the Maha Ganga are more than 
enough for us to rule.” But when he ascended the throne Dutu Gemunu 
disregarded the advice of his father and made war on the Tamils finally defeating 
the Tamil King Elara. In the minds of the present-day Bandaranaikes, 
Jayawardenes, Premadasas and Kumaratungas it is this war they are continuing 
now against the Tamils in the present ethnic conflict. They want to pass off into 
Singhala chronicles as men and women of destiny who finally expelled the Tamils 
from the island given to them by the Buddha for the propagation of Buddhism and 
reduce those that remained to a surbodinate role as hewers of wood and drawers of 
water for the Singhala Supremacists. In other words, it is a copy of the master plan 
prepared by Hitler for the ‘inferior’ races of the world. 


Indeed, if they are not inferior then they must be made inferior by such 
manipulative devices as standardisation of examination pass marks and denial of 
capital for economic development. In practice the policy has been to riddle the 


Tamil people with malnutrition and diseases and to rob, starve and bomb them 
back to stone age under the Mahavamsa Plan. Atrocities in recent years have also 
taken the form of buming down Tamil people’s assets, their houses and their 
libraries so that they would become physically and culturally enervated and of 
devaluing, their language so that their definition as a people would gradually 
become erased in time. That is the Mahavamsa Plan. That is why Tamil Eelam. 


The Dharmapala School of Propaganda** 


At the beginning of the present century even as Tamil leaders such as Sir 
Ponnambalam Ramanathan and Sir Ponnambalam Arunachalam were leading a 
national campaign to rid Ceylon of British colonialism, a new voice began to be 
heard, the voice of Anagarika Dharmapala (1864 - 1931), which in 1911 
proclaimed: “The country of the Singhalese should be governed by the 
Singhalese”. 


“In Dharmapala’s view, the Tamils and others had no place in Sn Lanka.” 

Dharmapala’s views had an impact, in time, on all Singhalese Buddhists. “Hence, 
to say that Dharmapala has been ruling Sn Lanka from his grave since 1948 is in 
no way an overstatement.” It seems that he had been doing so even earlier, for 
Professor A. J. Wilson states : 
“Many of the measures adopted in the economic field by the Singhalese 
ministers of the 1930s could be traced back to the exhortations of Anaganka 
Dharmapala in the first two decades of the 20th century. Anagarika had 
urged the Singhala - Buddhists to imitate the industrious Muslim traders. He 
had attacked the Ceylon Tamils, Indian Tamils and Muslims on the score that 
they were ‘employed in large numbers to the prejudice of the people of the 
island’, by which he meant the Singhala-Buddhists.” 


eds we who belong to a superior race .....” he proclaimed in his “Return to 
Righteousness’ edited by Ananda Guruge (p. 534-5). Again, he declares, “My 
message to the young men in Ceylon is.......... Enter into the realm of our King 


Dutugemunu in spirit and try to identify yourself with the thoughts of that great 
king who rescued Buddhism and our nationalism from oblivion.” 


In his “History of an Ancient Civilization’ (1902) Anagarika Dharmapala wrote: 
Mees For the student of ethnology the Singhalese stand as the representatives of 
Aryan civilization.....” 


It was not the objective facts of history but the subjective perception of 
those facts that formed the premises of the reasoning of this school of 
propagandists unleashing a Frankenstein of ethnic conflict on a course of mindless 
destruction in the island paradise for the past 50 years of its freedom from external 
colonialism. The Mein Kampf exemplifies this type of reasoning. 


One such student of the Dharmapala school was Premadasa who in his 
novel ‘Golu Muhuda’ or ‘The Silent Sea’ makes his Singhala hero say, “This is a 
Buddhist country. Migrant foreigners have no claim to it.” 


Another such student was the former President J. R. Jayawardene who said, “The 
time has come for the whole Singhala race which has existed for 2,500 years 
jealously safeguarding their language and religion to fight without giving any 
quarter to save their birth right...... I will lead the campaign.......” (The Tribune, 
dt. 30. 8. 57). 


That this was not empty electoral rhetoric is illustrated by the whole course 
of the ethnic conflict that was let loose on the unsuspecting Tamil people by the 
Mahavamsa Plan that continues to the present day. Those who are now attempting 
to demonize the LTTE will do well to remember this. 


THE CONSTITUTIONAL REFORMS OF 1921, 1931 & 1944 


Before the constitutional reforms of 1921, Ceylon was administered by a 
govemor with an advisory council of communal representatives. With 
constitutional reforms now impending, the Singhala leaders demanded territorial 
representation in the council to which the leaders of the Jaffna Association, the 
Tamil political party, were opposed as that would give the Singhalese a permanent, 
preponderant majority. The Singhala leaders compromised and promised the Tamil 
leaders extra seats to make up for the Singhala preponderance 


on the basis of which Sir Ponnambalam Arunachalam persuaded the Jaffna 
Association to accept territorial representation in the Council. However, when the 
1921 Constitution came into force, the Singhala leaders reneged on their promise. 
Thus betrayed, Sir Ponnambalam Arunachalam originated the idea of a separate 
State of Tamil Eelam resurrecting the pre-colonial order to fight for which he set 
up his new political party of the Tamil League. But he had lost credibility with the 
Tamil people who felt misled against their better judgement by his earlier 
advocacy of territorial representation and the idea did not get off the ground. 
Shortly thereafter he died of pneumonia. 


Sir Ponnambalam Ramanathan, his elder brother, had warned him during 
his advocacy of territorial representation , “Aruni, Aruni you are playing with 


fire!” Ramanathan believed that a British-type parliamentary representation from 
territorial constituencies would not keep the peace in a multi-ethnic country like 
Ceylon. He believed that parliamentary representation should be from communal 
constituencies in order to provide the necessary checks and balances to keep the 
peace between the communities and to give all the communities an equally 
effective voice in running the affairs of the State. He feared that territorial 
representation in Ceylon would produce not democracy but mobocracy. 


He quoted from Viscount Bryce’s treatise on ‘Modern Democracies’, 


“If the racial group constitutes a majority in the Chamber, it is omnipotent. It 
can count on passing all its measures and not trouble to expound or defend 
proposals in debate except for the purpose of saving appearances and putting 
its case before the country. It has only to go on voting steadily what has been 
previously determined on in secret, uninstructed and unmoved by arguments 


from any other part of the Chamber, because there is no need for listening to 
words which cannot affect its pre-determined action. The Chamber, having 
ceased to deliberate, has become a mere voting machine, the passive organ of 
an unseen despotism.” 


He argued in favour of a balanced communal representation in Parliament. He 
argued that the system be tailored to fit the demographic contours of the nation in 
order to give all an effective voice in a democratic government and pointed out 
that this was achieved in the United States and the United Kingdom by different 
types of constitutions. He pointed to the American Senate where all constituent 
states irrespective of their respective population numbers enjoyed only one vote 
each. He further pointed to the League of Nations where all the nations, big, or 
small, had only one vote each. But his arguments were dismissed as those of a man 
in his dotage out of tune with the times. 


Ramanathan knew that the 1931 Constitution incorporating the territorial 
constituencies proposed by the Donoughmore Commissioners “reduced the 
minorities to unending servitude and ultimate extinction. It opened the door to 
unmitigated majority despotism.... It was at this dark hour of spiritual and moral 
travail when all his passionate pleas for rudimentary justice and humanity had 
proved utterly unavailing, that the idea of a return to the pre-British order of things 
and the resuscitation of a separate Tamil State commended itself to him, as the 
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only means of escape from what appeared to him to be irretrievable disaster for 
the Tamils.” *” 


He even questioned the bonafides of the British who, in similar 
circumstances, had divided Ireland into the Irish Free State and Northern Ireland in 
order to protect the Protestants of the latter from the Catholic majority of the 
former about the same time as these constitutional reforms were going on in 
Ceylon - and that despite the protests of the Tamil leaders against a permanent 
Singhala majority which territorial representation would usher in. Was not that 
communal Government? So why was not a similar solution offered for the Tamils, 
he asked, as in Ireland? 


On 20. 9. 44 the Soulbury Commission arrived in Colombo under a British 
War Cabinet declaration of December 1942 for “the fullest possible development 
of self-governing institutions in Ceylon within the Commonwealth”. Once again 
the problem of balanced communal representation in the state legislature, known 
as the “50 - 50 formula”, as between Singhala and non-Singhala representatives, 
was placed before it by the leader of the Tamil Congress and once again it was 
rejected in favour of continuing the progress along territorial representation lines 
set out by the Donoughmore Constitution. 


The Soulbury Constitution which was designed as a step towards self- 
government was instead used as the independence constitution and Ceylon was 


granted its independence under it on 04. 2.1948. The Tamil protests against 
territorial representation were disregarded and they were thrown to the mercy of 
the Singhalese whose battle cry was, “The majority must rule”. It appeared as if 
the British had tired of their imperial burden in Ceylon and had abandoned the 
Tamil Daniel to the Singhala Lion almost in a panic - even if not vindictiveness, as 
Sir Ponnambalam Ramanathan suspected, that Tamil political leadership had led 
the struggle against British colonialism in Ceylon. How else could anyone explain 
the lacunae left in the Soulbury Constitution such as failure to define citizenship, 
franchise and fundamental mghts which would occur to any _ casual 
constitutionalist? “Ramanathan was of opinion that this brutal and unconscionable 
sacrifice of the Tamils was a willful and premeditated act on the part of British 
imperialists, in as much as the Tamils had been the pioneers and the most 
vociferous and intractable champions of self-rule.”*” 


1] 


The protection purportedly afforded by Section 29 and the sovereignty vested in 
the Crown on which the Tamils now rested their hope in the absence of communal 
representation proved to be mere fig-leaves which Mrs. Bandaranaike blew off in 
one hefty huff by the repealing of the Soulbury Constitution and its replacement by 
the illegal 1972 Republican Constitution. The British government watched in 
silence this manifest affront to its own Crown as no legal procedures involving the 
Queen-in-Council or the British Parliament - with-royal-assent had been followed. 
The Soulbury Constitution had clearly not given any power to the Parliament 
constituted under it to repeal that constitution - only to repeal or to amend its 
provisions with a two-third majority (Section 29(4)). 

This constitutional disability was got around by the legal fiction that a 
Revolution had taken place which had resulted in a break with the past and a new 
personality, Sn Lanka, had emerged as heir to the State of Ceylon established 
under the Soulbury Constitution such as had happened in the case of other 
Revolutions - American, French, Chinese (1912) and Russian (1917). 


But in fact no such Revolution had ever taken place except for some 
marshalling of vociferous mobs on the streets. It was all of a piece with the 
Mahavamsa mirages. In short, the sovereignty that had been passed from King 
Cangili Il of Jaffna to European colonialism on 5th June 1619, was usurped by the 
Sinhalese by means of this legal fiction. 

Why did not the third estate of a democratic state, the Judiciary, protect the 
Tamils from this usurpation. The answer will show the malaise that had set in with 
the 1972 Constitution. Under the 1972 Republican Constitution even the 
independence of the Judiciary was curtailed because the judges had to vow to 
uphold that Constitution when they assumed office. So, if the judges had to make 
such a vow in order to hold office how could they sit in judgement of that 
Constitution? Can such a Judiciary, for example, order a President to attend court 
as in the current Whitewater case in the U. S. A.? Such a curtailment was 
government by mobocracy against which Ramanathan had forewamed. 


So why did not the British Crown contest this legal fiction in the World 
Court as Malcolm Rifkind now proposes to do if China sets aside the Hong Kong 
Legislative Council in 1997? Why did not the British Crown exercise its sovereign 
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right to intervene to set aside that repeal in 1972? Even if such a demur had been 
voiced publicly at that time the record would have been set straight for posterity. 
The present British government has clearly a duty of responsibility to explain the 
mystery of this silence at that time to the present generation of Tamil people who 
are progressively being expelled from their traditional homeland as a consequence 
by the Singhala rulers schooled by Anagarika Dharmapala. 


The Tamils, therefore, took courage in their own hands and rejected the 
1972 Republican Constitution introduced to supplant the Soulbury Constitution of 
1948 which they had accepted. That was the starting point of the present civil war. 


But they were now totally naked and unprotected and stood alone with no 
help coming to them from anyone. It was then that the Tamil New Tigers under the 
leadership of Velupillai Pirabakaran appeared as a credible force to protect them in 
their hour of need and a grateful people responded with love and affection for “our 
boys”. Who will not in such a predicament? Clearly where the British had failed 
the Tamils, the Tamil Tigers had stepped in to fill the breach. 


NOW INTERNATIONAL INVOLVEMENT FOLLOWED. 


The Indians too appeared with their IPKF, first befriending the Tamil 
people, then mediating with the Singhalese, then on 10th October, 1987 (Deepavali : 
Day) with the suddenness of classical thugeeism (suppressed by Lord Bentinck in 
India) falling upon the unsuspecting Tamils with whom they had travelled for 
years in friendship in an attempt to strangle the Tamil people’s liberation struggle. 
As Mr. A. P. Venkateswaran, retired Indian Foreign Secretary, told the First 
International Tamil Conference called by the World Federation of Tamils in 
April 1988, anyone who read the Indo-Sn Lankan Peace Accord of 1987 “should 
have had alarm bells ringing in his head”. Therefore, the Tamil people rejected this 
accord too as they had rejected the 1972 Constitution. Frustrated, India has been 
ferrying shiploads of arms to Sn Lanka, as have other powers including the British, 
to fight a proxy war against the Tamil people and the present “Operation 
Sunshine” is one result. But it now looks as if this operation may eventually turn 
into “Moonshine” for in a colonial war against Tamil nationalism it is the record of 
history that nationalism would prevail in the end. 


It is a shame that both India and Britain had failed to draw the correct 
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lessons from the Vietnam and Afghanistan wars, although there were no Cold War 
ideological complications in the Tamil liberation struggle in Ceylon. Indeed, why 
did they not look back to the struggle for an Irish Free State from which India drew 
inspiration for her own struggle for freedom (remember Annie Besant, the Irish 
woman, who founded the Indian National Congress?) and of which Bnitain’s fears 
of secessionist movements spreading to Wales and Scotland if an Insh Free State 
achieved consummation in her own backyard proved unfounded? Or is it a more 
correct lesson to be drawn from the history of the Tamil struggle for freedom that 
the LTTE would have been better off for friends if it had linked itself up with one 
or other of the blocs in a bi-polar world instead of keeping itself free of them until 
in a uni-polar world the further progress of its liberation struggle becomes 
suppressed - but in that event, it is now a truth universally acknowledged, that 
such suppression could result in manifestations of other forms of extremism. The 
Americans must ponder that question. 


But the lesson the Tamil people have drawn from their long and bitter 
experience, especially after “Operation Sunshine”, is that in a predatory world it is 
not Gandhian non-violence and passive resistance, not pacts and agreements 
solemnly entered into, not Geneva Conventions, not devolution packages and, least 
of all, not the Sn Lankan government that can ever be the guarantors of their 
security and well-being. Only a free Tamil Eelam can do that. That is why Tamil 
Kelam. 

The reported American assessment (repeatedly broadcast by the Sn Lankan 
Broadcasting Corporation) is that, “The adamant attitude of the LTTE in pursuing 
violence is the main cause for the sufferings of the Tamils. The cessation of 
hostilities was broken entirely by the LTTE”. 

That this assessment is clearly not based on facts is pointed out in :- 

1) A letter dated 21.11.1995 addressed by the dons of the 

University of Jaffna to the Secretary of State, Washington 
(Appendix No. VI attached). 


2) A letter dated 23. 11. 1995 addressed by the Confederation of 
People’s Organisations, Jaffna District to President Clinton, 
U.S.A. (Appendix No. VII attached) 


Those who are now calling for the restoration of the “democratic process’ 
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and “peace process’ are conveniently overlooking the fact that since 1948 
the Tamils have tried every avenue of these processes open to them but 
were brutally suppressed by State Terrorism until the illegal Republican 
Constitution of 1972 finally slammed shut all doors when the only 
recourse left to the Tamils was the military option which the LTTE put in 
hand with credibility. “Operation Sunshine’ is a continuation of the same 
policy of State Terrorism in which Tamil civilians are the prime targets. 
This Operation, like those that preceded it for the past 48 years, targetted 
civilians as recommended by Julio Duet, the Italian Air Force General, in 
1921 in order to break down civilian morale and create a clamour for 
peace at any price. While President Kumaratunga, on the one hand, calls 
upon the LTTE to renounce violence she herself, on the other, has not 
renounced the path of violence on which her father set course in 1956 
which led to the rise of the Tamil Tigers in 1972 to fight violence with 
violence. 


The criminality of State Terrorism in Sn Lanka can in no way be placed 
on a par with British policy in Northern Ireland as Sn Lankan apologists 
do. 


CONCLUSION 


Chechnya is an internal matter for the sovereign state of the 
Russian Federation. Yet that has not inhibited Kaas Kinkel, the German 
foreign minister in calling for the Chechn people’s self-determination as a 
way out of their nightmare, nor Warren Christopher, the U. S. secretary of 
state from cautioning Russia against human nghts violations in Chechnya 
nor Mdm. Ciller, the Turkish Prime Minister in urging peaceful 
negotiations with the Chechns to prevent a descent into a Bosnia-iype of 
situation in the Caucasus. Yet what perfidy is it that impels the 
international community to quote “internal affair of a sovereign state” 
as the reason why it not only refrains from making any such statement in 
respect of the Tamil people’s right to self-determination but positively 
enjoins its own propaganda machines to muffle and distort their demand 
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for that right and, more, to arm the Sn Lankan state with the most lethal 
weapons to smash the Tamil civilians and demoralize them into giving 
up that demand by coventration? Six years of economic strangulation of 
Tamil civilians has evoked no meaningful protest from this community. 


May it not be the Vietnam War syndrome that is continuing to 
activate U.S., Indian and even Russian policy planners on this issue thus 
giving a lead to the international community? Otherwise, what explanation 
is there for the U.S. House of Representatives Resolution of September 
1995 supporting the Chandrika government even while atrocities like the 
Navali Church bombing of Tamil refugees were taking place in Jaffna? 
- vide Appendix IX. 

The LTTE is to the Tamil civilians what “The Resistance” was to 
the European civilians under Nazi occupation. The Nazis too characterized 
the “Resistance” as “Terrorists.” The Tamil-speaking Colombo-based 
groups are to the Tamil civilians what the Quislings, the Anton Musserts, 
the Oswald Mosleys and the Lord Haw Haws were to the 
Europeans under Nazi occupation - opportunists who for a mess of 
porridge from the imperial ruler betrayed their nation’s mandate for a 
separate State of Tamil Eelam given in the General Elections of 1977 ina 
free exercise of the democratic process. The LTTE is the only credible 
organisation still in the field fighting to carry out this mandate. It should 
be perfectly clear to the international community that there can never be 
any permanent peace in the island until this mandate is fully carried out. 
So how could this be done? 


No one knows better than the British that sovereignty has never 
been legally transferred to Ceylon, that it continues vested in the British 
Crown, that it failed in its duty to challenge the legal fiction of a 
Revolution that brought about “a break with the past” in the island as 
justification for the illegal Republican Constitution of 1972 and that it was 
this illegality that has given birth to the present continuing civil war in 
Ceylon. From this knowledge must spring the solution. 

Britain must take the bold lead, in continuation of the de- 
colonization process in the island, to call for self-determination for the 
Tamils as Kaas Kinkel has called for the Chechns although he has no locus 
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standi in the internal affairs of Russia as Britain continues to have in 
Ceylon legally. 

The international community, including the Americans, will respect 
such leadership because she has a locus standi in Ceylon. If Sn Lanka 
refuses to comply then Britain must take the next step boldly and 
call for an international embargo against Sri Lanka as was put in place 
against Serbia to enforce a solution to the Bosnian internal conflict. This 
is bound to hit Sn Lanka’s purse in double quick time and without hard 
currency Sri Lanka would be brought to heel as Serbia has been and her 
sources of arms supplies would dry up even on an I.0.U. basis. Then, 
international complications that are now setting in, such as newspaper 
reports of satellites relaying co-ordinates of LTTE military dispositions to 
guide Operation Sunshine, all of which have to be paid for in hard 
currency, would become inhibited. Then the door will be opened for 
peaceful negotiations on terms of equality between these two neighbouring 
nations who have co-existed in the island from time immemorial and find 
grounds for mutual co-operation for mutual benefit. Britain continues to 
hold responsibility for bringing about such a situation which she can 
ignore only to the detriment of her proud name in history. 

If such a British voice continues to be silent or muted in what is 
known as “quiet diplomacy” then the Tamils are left with none other than 
a military option to exercise their nght to self - determination which 
has _ been permitted by Article 10 of the League of Nations Covenant and 
UN GA Declaration 2625 of 1970. In such a situation the LTTE and 
Velupillai Pirabakaran can no more be branded as terrorists than was the 
ANC and Nelson Mandela. They are freedom fighters. 

Otherwise, the policies advocated by Anagarika Dharmapala would 
heedlessly continue to be implemented by Singhala communal 
governments and the Tamils would face extinction as a significant people 
in the island. To put it quite simply under those policies the Singhalese 
want to expel the Tamils from the island and occupy their land and 
properties - this is their Mahavamsa Plan. 

Once Britain sets its record straight in this way at the point at which 
she let matters go awry in Ceylon that would influence the 
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international community, including the Americans, to view 
developments there in the correct perspective that the LITE is a 
manifestation of the consequence and not the cause of the present crisis 
against which Ramanathan had forewamed. 


India too must go back to the teachings of Mahatma Gandhi which 
she has clearly betrayed in her Sn Lanka policy and her execution of that 
policy. Did Jallianwala Bhag suppress India’s own struggle for freedom? 
On the contrary, it produced Sukhdev, Bhagat Singh and Rajaguru and 
later Netaji Subhas Chandra Bose and the INA in the face of adamant 
Bnitish external colonialism. That is exactly what Velupillai Pirabakaran 
and the LTTE represent in the face of adamant Sn Lankan internal 
colonialism. Surely, Indian policy planners must be guided by this 
realisation. 


What India should have done in the first place was to have fought a 
“dharma yuddha’ against the Singhala usurpers of Tamil sovereignty under 
the 1972 Republican Constitution just as the Pancha Pandavas fought 
Duriodhana the usurper of the sovereignty of their kingdom in the 
Mahabharata. But her own ‘hidden agenda’ had distorted her judgement 
and India failed to do so. Had New Delhi not learnt any lesson from 
Colombo’s role in providing staging points to ferry Pakistani troops and 
supplies to the Bangladeshi War in 1971 barely thirty days after New 
Delhi had physically helped to crush the JVP upnising against Colombo? 
That was the thanks she got from Colombo. Where India had failed, the 
LTTE is continuing the ‘dharma yuddha’ now. 


Kittu, in the series of articles he was writing before Indian piracy 
on the high seas caused his death, had pointed out how the interests of 
Tamil Eelam and that of India were intertwined but the present Indian 
establishment did not accept that. The Tamil Eelam movement is founded 
on a system of an egalitarian society that prevailed during the Sangam 
period from which it draws its inspiration. That is unacceptable to caste- 
bound India under the Laws of Manu which enforce the caste-system of 
Vamashrama dharma or caste-colour code in which the Tamils rank as 
“Shudras” or labourers classified as the lowest of the four castes. 
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Catherine Mayo in her celebrated book “Mother India’ has exposed 
these negative aspects of India of which the Mahatma has commented, 
“She has taken a good sniff in the gutters of India.” What better 
description fits India’s revanchist policy today on the Tamils of Eelam in 
their struggle for freedom than these words - a policy that reeks of ‘the 
gutters of India’? What other explanation is there for New Delhi to 
impound blood donations to the International Red Cross made by the 
people of Tamil Nadu for use to save lives in Tamil Eelam? Under the 
Geneva Convention even a wounded enemy soldier is entitled to full 
medical attention. Failure to do so was one of the war crimes charges 
against Japanese war leaders as, for example, in “the Bridge over the River 
Kwai.” If one is to identify a true disciple of the Mahatma in this whole 
sorry episode then it can be none other than Velupillai Pirabakaran who is 
fighting this ‘dharma yuddha’ in line with the Mahatma’s teachings for the 
Mahatma himself did not abjure the use of violence to protect victims 
whose honour was at stake at the hands of evil-doers. Otherwise he would 
have qualified as an “escapist” pleading non-violence to justify failure to 
stay the hands of such evil-doers. Everyone who knows should admit that 
the “peace constituency” which lifted Chandrika up to the Presidency 
would never have developed in the South but for the resistance of 
Pirabakaran to Singhala oppression of the Tamils. 


The Sastri-Sinmavo Agreement of October 1964 sacrificed the Hill 
Country Indian Tamils to Singhala chauvinism® as did the Rajiv- 
Jayawardene Peace Accord of July 1987 in respect of the Ceylon Tamils. 
The prophetic words of S.J.V. Chelvanayagam, regarded as the Father of 
of Tamil Eelam, “today the Indian Tamils, tomorrow the Ceylon Tamils” 
would inexorably have become fulfilled but for the hand of fate which 
ushered in Velupillai Pirabakaran and his Tamil Tigers just in time to offer 
effective ‘Resistance’ to such a fulfillment. This nexus between these two 
groups of Tamils has failed to register general recognition even today. 


In the words of Kumar Ponnambalam, leader of the Tamil Congress 
(The Sunday Leader, June 18, 1995), “The LTTE is the only sanction 
against the destruction of Tamil aspirations. Therefore the Tamils must 
now close ranks and stand firmly with the LTTE. The Tamil mercenaries 
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must not forget that if the LTTE is finished, so are they, because they will 
go completely out of business”. 


is the present situation (29. J]. 1996)? - Karikalan , 
LTTE ’s commander in the East, has said 80% of the Eastern Province is 
already under the control of the Tigers and the Singhala army cannot long 
remain in Jaffna as it continues to suffer from Tiger guerrilla attacks. 
About half-a-million Jaffna people who had abandoned hearth and home 
and fled for protection to Tiger-held territory within 48 hours on the 
approach of their Singhala “liberators” are now being resettled in the 
Vanni. Tamils’ Rehabilitation Organisation is looking after them. No 
where in the world has such a feat ever been accomplished. 


President Kumaratunga has said that only one-third of the Jaffna Peninsula 
has recently been captured by the army and the army had to use its entire 
strength to do that. If they wish to capture the Peninsula 
completely they have to increase the army’s strength three-fold and the 
expenditure also has to be increased three-fold. Already they have spent 
Rs. 3.9 billion and if the expenditure is increased more than this 
unemployment would increase and development projects would suffer. 
This would cause a JVP-type upnsing of the youth in the south. It is 
already costing Sn Lanka more than US$2million per day to keep this war 
going at present levels. As long as the people in the north do not oppose 
the use of violence the war would continue. So the government wants to 
assure them that they can live as first class citizens under the devolution 
package she proposes, she said. 


The LTTE is prepared to consider the devolution package if it is 
presented to them either directly or through intermediaries, said Karikalan, 
but this has not happened up to now. 


A stalemate situation has arisen with divided counsels in Colombo 
not only in respect of the “Peace Package” but also on the future 
prosecution of war against the State of Tamil Eelam in the face of rising 
popular economic discontent. A weekly Singhala newspaper, the “Hiru”, 
has even called upon the progressive Singhala forces in the East to support 
the LTTE. This is a situation analogous to that which prevailed in the 
United States just before its defeat in Vietnam. 
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Elections are pending this year in Britain, India and the USA whose 
outcome could have a bearing on this situation. 


SUMMING UP 


Hitlers’ plans for the final solution of the problem of European 
Jewry were not his, as Western propagandists have made the world to 
believe. They were laid out in a treatise (founded on Matthew cap.27, 
verses 11-26) by Martin Luther, the father of the Protestant Reformation 
Movement, in 1543”. Hitler only carried them out in implementation of 
his Nazi racist theories because he thought that the world situation at the 
time was eminently suitable for it. 


In a similar way, the seeds for the expulsion of the Tamil people 
from the island of Ceylon were already laid out there in the Mahavamsa 
which the school of Anagarika Dharmapala interpreted for a modern 
application. All the present leaders of Singhala-Buddhist Supremacism are 
graduates of this school who also think the world situation is suitable for 
carrying it out. Hence the series of pogroms visited on the Tamil 
population during the past 48 years of independence from external 
colonialism. President Kumaratunga’s “Battle for Peace” has now de facto, 
succeeded in expelling the Tamil population from “Yappa Pattuna” as her 
Defence Minister reported to her on conclusion of ‘Operation Sunshine’ in 
the grandiloquent style of Sapumal Perumal Kumarayyah to Parakrama 
Bahu VI in the 15th century after his bloody capture of Jaffna. 


But whereas European Jewry did not have a military force capable 
of preventing the holocaust pursuant to a final solution the Tamil 
people have a home-grown one in the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam. 
This force is delivering such sobering, blows on the power-drunk Singhala 
Aryan Supremacists that there were no spectators at the 48th independence 
day parade in Colombo addressed by President Kumaratunga on 4th of 
February, 1996. Quite clearly the fizz has run out of the Singhala palm- 
wine of the vintage of 1958, 1977, 1981 and 1983. 


It is hoped that the international community may even now draw 
the correct conclusions from the above survey and positively contribute 
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towards a peaceful solution of this long-standing ethnic conflict by urging 
the application of the democratic process of self-determination for which 
the Tamil people have a night under their sovereignty which continues 
legally vested in the British Crown whatever be the legal fiction the 
Singhala usurpers may claim. In the final analysis, that is the only solution 
now available to the wit of man, namely, self-determination by the Tamil 
people. 

On the other hand, international involvement in any way on the 
side of the Singhala communal government against the Tamil struggle for 
self-determination is, it seems, a violation of international law - vide 
Appendix X. Rather, the Czechoslovakia-type of self-determination is the 
model more worthy of support by the international community in Sn 
Lanka now. The State of Tamil Eelam has already been in existence de 
facto for the past several years. It is now a question of bringing about a 
peaceful settlement of the war between the two neighbouring states of 
Tamil Eelam and Singhala Thesam. The international community can play 
a positive role in this. Preferably the United Nations can play that part. 


A point has already been reached these past several years under 
international law for the international community to declare its neutrality 
and to call upon the parties to this conflict to cease all hostilities and 
negotiate - negotiate the borders of this new state and the nature of its 
relationship to the status quo ante. To do otherwise would amount to a 
declaration of war on this new state whose government is the LTTE. The 
international community cannot be party to such a declaration, especially 
in a uni-polar world, because it has no quarrel with that new state. For the 
international community to base its attitude to this new state on 
considerations such as “hegemonism” is gross interference in the internal 
affairs of that state in line with old-world imperialism. 
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APPENDIX I 


MAHAVAMSA PLAN - 
PROGRESS IN EXECUTION OF SRI LANKAN 
REPRESSION OF TAMIL EELAM TAMILS 


< A Brief History > 


“) am not worried about the opinion of the Tamil people. If I starve the Tamils out, 


Singhala people will be happy.” 
- President of Sri Lanka, London Daily Telegraph, 07 / 11 / 1983 





Tamil Civilians Killed 
— 
| Tamil Voting Rights Abolition 


| Singhalese - Tamil Riots | IS 350 


Poe Education Standardization 70) ial 300 





| Kelam Cultural Library Burnt ‘81 ‘Q] 50 


i 


| Singhalese / Tamil Riots - Prison Massacre | *83 3,000 
| SL Bombings / IPKF Killings | 87 4,000 


Singhalese Government Kills Tamil Civilians 
° Aerial Bombings 
| ¢ Naval Shellings 
° Food & Medicine Embargo 
¢ Colonisation of Tamil Lands 
¢ ID Card Checks for Tamils 












More Than 30,000 
Tamils Killed 


MEARE 
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APPENDIX II 


PTOLEMY’S MAP OF THE WORLD CIRCA THE PERIOD 
OF KARIKAL CHOLA 
(From New Caxton Encyclopedia Vol. 15) 


Claudius Ptolemeus (138-180 A.D.), a Graeco-Roman astronomer and geographer, 
lived in Alexandria. His map of the world shows the island of Ceylon (Salice) as 
well as the Malay Peninsula (Golden Chersonese or Peninsula). 


Ptolemy named the island “Salice” because it was located opposite the port of 
Saliur on the “‘Damirike’ (Tamil Nadu) mainland. This port was well-known in 
Alexandria for its silk and cotton yam which was fabricated into cloth in 
Alexandria before re-export to other parts of the Roman Empire. 


Ptolemy’s map of the world was the most accurate and comprehensive of ancient geographical 
works. 
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PTOLEMY’S MAP OF CEYLON (SALICE) 
From “The Territorial Borders of Tamil Eelam” by J. R. Chinnathambi & K. 


Satchithanandan, 834, Annasalai, Madras 600002 


A Toponomy of Ptolemy’s Map of Ceylon Showing Place Names of 
Discernible Tamil Language Origin (in brackets) 


1.Taprobane  (Tamarai _ Parani- 
Mahavamsa mentions Tambapani 












where Prince Vijaya’s boat drifted ‘aly ate MAB LW ROMAN SORIPS 
ashore - Satchi Ponnambalam’s PRS itn: adh as al 
‘National Question” p. 16), eT gilt ileal 
2. Malee (malai or mountain), 
3.Ulipada (Sivan Olipatha Malai or ne | 
Adam’s Peak), i. ae Ges peige 
4.Dagano Civitas or city (Devendra pA arin a4 
Head or Dondra Head), a ia he sn 2, 
5.Rhogandini (Urohana), aS YN a Wagadii ‘ é 

fonteae bnarogronmi [YS  gacett 








6.Spatana Portus (Tirukoneeswa- ee >» pm pace 














-ram or Trincomalee), 

7.Sacra Luna (Chandra Seane flavias = Precati a 
gO cimtas 

Mauleeswaram), gp ki a wee I aly Pe Ag 


8. Muditti (Mathoddam), 
9.Bocani (Kumanai), 

10. Nagadibi (Nagadipa), 
11.Nadesari (Nathasari), 


12.Anurogrami Civitas Regia 
(Anuradhapura, the king’s capital 
city) 


AparatRh€ 1 
civita® 


Mardulj 












Bumafani 
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APPENDIX IIT 
From “The Maniyampathy Inhabitants” by Mr. A. B. Benedict 


THE “ERUTHU” EMBLEM OF THE ARYA CHAKARAVARTHYS OF 
JAFFNA c.1284 to 05. 6. 1619 


“Three main arguments are adduced to prove the claim that these kings were of 
Eastern Ganga descent. The first is that both dynasties had a similar device on their 
coins; the bull couchant and crescent surmounting it were impressed on the coins 


issued by the Eastern Gangas of Kalinga and the Arya Chakaravarthi rulers of 
Jatinas. 


- From “The Kingdom of Jaffna” by S. Pathmanathan, University of Peradeniya, 
1978, p.163. 







The coins of the Arya 
Chakaravathys 


THE ARYA CHAKARAVATHYS, ORIGINATING FROM THE SAME 
DYNASTY AS THE EASTERN GANGAS OF KALINGA, INDIA, TOOK 
UP AS THEIR OFFICIAL EMBLEM, THE KALINGA COAT OF ARMS. 
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APPENDIX IV 


WHY DID THE LTTE WITHDRAW FROM THE PEACE TALKS AND 
RESUME HOSTILITIES ON 19 APRIL 1995? 


INTERVIEW BY MS. ANANTHI SOORIYAPIRAGASAM, BRITISH 
BROADCASTING CORPORATION, LONDON 


WITH 
MR. V. PIRABAKARAN, LEADER, LIBERATION TIGERS OF TAMIL EELAM, 
27 APRIL 1995 


BBC: Mr. Pirabakaran. Why did you decide to withdraw from the peace 
negotiations and from the cessation of hostilities at a time when there was 
hope in the country that peace would be restored in the North-East and Tamil 
problem would be resolved? 


VP.: We made this painful decision at a time when our people had lost all hope 
that peace would return to the Tamil homeland and the Tamil problem would be 
resolved. At the beginning we entertained a hope that peace and nomalcy would be 
restored and the Tamil national question would be resolved by political 
negotiations. Based on this belief we entered the peace process and agreed for 
cessation of hostilities. 


In the peace negotiations we argued that talks should proceed stage by 
stage and that the urgent and immediate problems of our people should be 
resolved at the early stage of the dialogue. The Government agreed to this. 


The Tamil people have been subjected to enormous suffering as a 
consequence of the economic embargo, fishing bans and the blockade on traffic 
imposed by the previous Government. In the peace talks. we requested nothing 
other than the removal of these bans to alleviate the suffering of our people. 


The Chandrika Government, which came to power with the pledge that 
justice would be done to the Tamils, should have, on its. own, removed the 
injustices imposed on our people. But the Chandrika Government didn’t do so. 
Instead of viewing these issues as constituting the problems of the Tamil people, 
the Government took them as specific demands of the LTTE. Furthermore, these 
issues were approached within a military perspective. We were told that these 
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issues were linked to national security and any attempt to resolve them would 
spark-off military repercussions. We were disappointed with this response. It was 
under these circumstances we gave an ultimatum to the Government. We pointed 
out that the continuation of the peace negotiations would serve no meaningful 
purpose if the problems of our people are not resolved. As a consequence of this 
pressure the Government assured us that it would remove the bans. We extended 
our deadline for three weeks to allow time for the Government to implement its 
pledges. But the Government delayed the implementation of its decisions and 
postponed the resolution of other issues. We felt that the Government was not 
sincere and truthful in this matter. It committed an act of bad faith as the previous 
Singhala Governments. It is because of this, we and our people have lost faith in 
Chandrika’s Government. Therefore, we came to a decision that no meaningful 
purpose would be served in continuing the peace negotiations. 


BBC: Why did you decide to discontinue the peace negotiations even though 
President Chandrika lifted the economic embargo and removed the ban on 
fishing and offered several concessions? 


V.P.: Iwish to make a point here. That is, giving pledges and implementing those 
pledges are two different things. It is true that President Chandrika gave us 
pledges. But, she has not taken constructive measures to implement them. 


In the past the Tamil people have been betrayed several times by previous 
Singhalese regimes. Agreements were made but not implemented. Pacts were 
signed and abrogated. This is our history. Chandrika’s Government is not an 
exception. We stipulated a deadline to the Government to provide a time frame to 
implement its decisions and pledges. As we anticipated, Chandrika’s Government 
delayed the implementation of its decisions. The Government did not take our 
deadline seriously. They tried to evade it. It is wrong on the part of President 
Chandrika to claim that she has given concessions to the LTTE. We did not ask for 
any concessions but raised the problems of our people. The rights that were denied 
to our people should not be categorised as concessions. 
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BBC: Don’t you think that you should have been a bit patient since the delay 
in the implementation of the lifting of the economic embargo could have been 
caused by administrative hurdles? 


V_P.: We have showed enough patience. We could say that we reached the brink 
of tolerance. In so far as the day to day problems of the Tamil people are 
concerned the Government dragged its feet for more than six months. On these 
issues, there were four rounds of talks and more than forty letters exchanged. 
Furthermore, we gave a two week deadline and that was further extended to three 
more weeks. Do you think that this period of time is inadequate? If there was a 
genuine will on the part of the Government it would have lifted the bans and 
proceeded with the implementation within 24 hours. I think that if the Government 
had been sincere there would not have been any delays or difficulties. 


BBC: What do you feel about the Government’s decision to reimpose these 
bans? 


V_P.: This action has made one thing very clear. That is, in so far as the Tamil 
issue is concerned there is no fundamental difference between the present 
Government and the UNP regime. This Government is perpetuating the injustices 
committed by the past Governments. I do not see any difference between both 
Governments in their strategy to seek political gains by imposing economic and 
military pressure on the Tamils. If this Government has a genuine concern for the 
welfare of the Tamil people, it should not have reimposed the bans. This action 
demonstrates the fact that the Government is only concerned to secure the interests 
of the military and to utilise problems and predicaments of the Tamils to seek 
political advantage. 


BBC: Under the terms and conditions of the Declaration of the Cessation of 
Hostilities, you should have given 72 hours notice if you wished to terminate 
the agreement. Why didn’t you give that period of time? 
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V.P.: We have given the Governments ample period of time. A period of five 
weeks was given to the Government since the first deadline which was later 
extended. The Government chose to ignore the meaning and purpose of our 
ultimatum and now attempts to lay the blame on us. 


BBC: Several foreign Governments have condemned you for having 
terminated the peace negotiations and the agreement on the cessation of 
hostilities. This has given rise to a view that the LTTE is opposed to peace 
process. What do you Say to this? 


V.P.: We are fully aware that the international community is genuinely 
concerned about the Tamil issue. We are also aware that the world community 
wants the conflict resolved through peaceful means and a political settlement 
reached. I think that accurate information with regard to the problems, difficulties 
and setbacks that arose in the negotiating process has not reached the outside 
world. Some foreign countries have chosen to condemn the LTTE on the basis of 
the one-sided story provided by the Government without recognising the 
legitimacy of our position. We deeply regret the haste in which the Governments 
have issued condemnations before studying the issue in depth. 


BBC: President Chandrika has made it clear that she is determined to 
pursue the peace process with or without the co-operation of the LTTE. What 
is your response to this? 


V_P.: Ifit is practicable to achieve peace without the co-operation of the LTTE, 
let her continue her effort. 


BBC: The International Secretariat of the LTTE in London has issued a 
statement recently that the Tigers have not closed the doors for peace. What 
steps do you expect the Government to take to resume the peace initiative? 
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V_P.: Our doors for peace are still open. It is true that we are dissatisfied and 
disappointed with the approach of the Government. Yet, we have not lost hope in 
the peace process. We are convinced that the Tamil nation conflict can be resolved 
by peaceful means. It is the Government which should take initiatives to resume 
the peace process. As a constructive measure the Government should lift the 
reimposed bans on economic items and on fishing and should ensure 
implementation. This action should be viewed as fulfilling the needs of the people 
rather than as concessions granted to the LTTE. If Chandrika’s Government 
makes favourable decisions on the other issues we raised, and is prepared to 
implement them, we will be prepared to cease all hostilities and return to the peace 
process. 


* * KK K KK K K 


52 


APPENDIX V 


THE DEVOLUTION PACKAGE - 
IS A FREE TAMIL EELAM THE ONLY SOLUTION? 


LTTE Headquarters 
Tamil Eelam 
13th August 1995 


PRESS RELEASE 
A Political Mask to Cover Military Designs 


The LTTE statement issued from its headquarters said that the Sn Lankan 
government has announced that it would carry through proposals for an island- 
wide devolution of powers. Along with it, it has also announced its intention to 
carry on the war with the Liberation Tigers until they are brought to their knees. 
Since neither of which is within the realm of possibility, this could only pave the 
way for a prolonged war, said LTTE spokesman Anton Balasingham, addressing a 
Press conference in Jaffna on 11th August 1995. 


Describing the so-called political package as a mask to conceal the 
government’s military intentions, Mr. Balasingham said President Chandrika 
Kumaratunga had already promised the Buddhist Mahanayakes that she would not 
implement the proposals until the Tigers are militarily defeated and the war is 
brought to a finish. Under these conditions, how can she resolve the conflict 
through political means, or bring durable peace to the country, he asked. Mr. 
Balasingham declared that the Tigers cannot be wiped out, and if she thinks she 
could do that, then there would not be any necessity or compulsion for government 
to implement any proposal. 


It is being stated that under this package, the areas that came under forcible 
Singhala colonisation are to be excised from the Northeast region. It is also being 
stated that this is not a means to devolve powers to the Tamil people, but to all the 
regions in the entire island. The package has to be placed before the 
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Parliamentary Select Committee. After the committee sits on it, it has to go before 
Parliament which has to pass the bill with a two-thirds majority. The people’s 
government has only a wafer thin majority in Parliament, and within the Alliance 
itself there is opposition to the proposals. Having passed all these hurdles, the 
Singhala people have to approve the proposals and a referendum. The Tamil 
people have the night to determine their own future. If any attempt is made to 
impose an arbitrary political settlement on the Tamil people through military 
means, the LTTE will resist it, Mr. Balasingham said. After all, some years ago a 
regional superpower tried to impose a shoddy political settlement through military 
means and install a puppet regime, but the whole thing ended in a fiasco. President 
Kumaratunga is today trying to go through a similar charade. She has to realise 
that then or now the Tamil people are solidly behind the Tigers. If she pretends 
otherwise, she may have to take responsibility for the serious consequences that 
would flow from such a misadventure. 


There are some Tamil groups who have taken shelter under the government 
umbrella in Colombo, who by the very circumstances under which they are placed, 
have to accept, willy nilly, whatever the government tries to impose on the Tamil 
people. Having entered Parliament through electoral short cuts, they have very few 
options. We sympathise with them, but what they do, is of no consequence as far 
as the Tamil struggle for nghts is concerned. But there are also some elderly, 
seasoned politicians who have seen several mirages in their political experience 
with the Singhala political establishment over past 40 years, but who are yet to 
distinguish between illusion and reality. Going back on the very mandate the Tamil 
people had given them nearly twenty years ago, they have been chasing shadows, 
and aspiring District Councils and Provincial Councils, and now they have fallen 
in love with President Chandrika’s Regional Councils. We might forgive them, but 
the Tamil people will never forgive them, Mr. Balasingham said. 


The LTTE was never against a peaceful settlement, and even today when 
the Chandnka government has closed its doors on peace, we have not given up 
hopes of exploring a peaceful settlement. Whether it is peace or war, we are ready 
for both. If the government halts its military operations, and creates the necessary 
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atmosphere for peace by showing concern for the day to day living needs of the 
Tamil people, we are yet prepared for political negotiations. If on the other hand, 
the government tries to shut the doors for peace for all time, and intensifies its war 
efforts we will have no option but to close our own doors for peace, and set about 
carving, out our own state in which our people can live in peace and dignity. 
Therefore, the choice of following the path of war and divide the country, or to 
seek a political solution to the Tamil national question is entirely the responsibility 
of the Chandnka government, Mr. Balasingham concluded. 


POLITICAL COMMITTEE 
Liberation Tigers of Tamil Kelam 
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APPENDIX VI 


University of Jaffaa, Sri Lanka 
Thirunelvely, Jaffna, Sri Lanka 


Secretary of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs Temporary Address: 
of The United States of America Hindu College, 
Washington D.C. Chavakachchen, 
U.S. A. Sri Lanka 


21st November 1995 
Dear Sir, 


During the second week of this month the Sn Lankan Broadcasting 
Corporation repeatedly broadcast the following statement as made by an official of 
the South Asian Bureau of the Foreign Affairs of the U. S. A. 


“The adamant attitude of the LTTE in pursuing violence is the main cause 
for the sufferings of the Tamils. The cessation of hostilities was broken entirely by 
the LTTE”. 


We were shocked and saddened by the above reported statement beamed 
repeatedly by the government media. We the community of the University of 
Jaffna wish to place before you the following facts contradicting the above 
statement. 


1 The LTTE has emerged as the only organised and accepted leadership that 
is leading the Tamils against all forms of oppression inflicted on the Tamils by 
the Singhala governments. We cannot subscribe to the government’s mere 
wishful thinking that Tamils and LTTE are entirely two separate entities and that 
the people want to be liberated from the LTTE. 
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For a long time the Tamil community has been deliberately deceived by 
successive Singhala politicians and their governments. For more than thirty 
years (1949-1983) at every denial of the nghts of the Tamils, the latter have 
expressed their opposition by parliamentary, democratic and non - violent forms. 
But these oppositions were put down by inhuman militaristic forces of the state. It 
is the arrogant refusal to respond to democratic oppositions and the militaristic 
excesses committed by the state forces that pushed the Tamil youths to resort to 
militancy in order to protect the Tamils and defend their nights. 


2: The reported statement of the American official that the cessation of 
hostilities was broken entirely by the LTTE is far from the truth. During the 
cessation of hostilities talks were held between the government and the LTTE. But 
what happened at the talks and how seriously they were conducted by the 
goverment is crucial to understand why it was given up by the LTTE. Even the 
decisions arrived at during the first round of talks were not implemented. But the 
truth was that even after the week of these announcements the military officers at 
the check points at Vavuniya did not allow the people to carry the items which 
were announced by the government stating that they have not received the gazette 
notification. But the same military officers were quick in receiving the clamp down 
of the embargo within hours of the breaking of cessation of hostilities. We 
consider this action of the military a good example for the usual conduct of the 
government with regard to implementation of government decisions. 


3. We like to point out the LTTE, already a month before the actual date 
(19th April 1995), had informed the government of the non-implementation of 
decisions reached and also given other reasons for a possible breakdown in 
the cessation of hostilities. But the government disregarded these wamings and 
dragged on for four months without any meaningful talks or implementation of 
decisions in order to gain political and military advantage. They did not show any 
urgency in relieving the sufferings of the Tamil people by allowing the basic 
requirements of life. 


4. When Mrs. Chandrika Bandaranaike Kumaratunga was elected president, it 
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was the LTTE who first gave the goodwill signs towards a possible cease - fire. 


They unconditionally released prisoners of war, called for a permanent 
cease-fire, publicly announced a symbolic cease-fire and observed it unilaterally 
for over a week, welcomed the independent and peace loving NGO representatives 
from the South and expressed their wish for a permanent cease-fire. 


The government did not pay serious attention to the above goodwill moves. 
Finally when they agreed for a cessation of hostilities (not a cease-fire as wished 
by the LTTE) and started talks, The LTTE had repeatedly requested that the 
government send true representatives who were empowered to make political 
decisions. But the government kept on sending persons who were mere architects 
and bankers without any political background or ability. Such acts clearly 
demonstrated the government was not taking the talks seriously enough. It is 
impossible that your esteemed country which concerns itself well with the politics 
of the whole world and having the resources to engage in such work failed to know 
the facts around the breaking of cessation of hostilities. How come that the 
statement of an official of your ministry contradict these facts? 

Because of the high esteem the Tamils have of your country, the reported 
statement coming over the government’s media has hurt the feeling of our people 
who are already suffering immense hardship. 

Your country which stands up and protects democratic and human nights 
all over the world, we believe, will not approve or encourage the actions of the Sn 
Lanka government with respect to human nghts violation. But the above statement 
appears to encourage the anti-human rights actions of the present government. 


Although we doubt the authenticity of the above statement, it has hurt the 
feelings of our suffering people. Hence, we hope that the people and government 
of the U. S. A. will take all remedial measures as early as possible to restore justice 
and peace in this country. 


Thank you. 


Yours sincerely, 
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For the University of Jaffna 


1. Dr. C. S. Natchinakiniar Head/Dept. of Community Medicine 
2. Dr. K. Sivapalan Head/Dept. of Physiology 

3. Mr. R. Nandakumaran Senior Lecturer/Dept. of Economics 
4. Miss S. Arulanantham Asst. Librarian 

5. Prof. A. Sanmugathas Head/Dept. Tamil and Music 

6. Mr. R. Jegatheesan Sr. Asst. Internal Auditor 

7. Mr. R. Rajeswaran Asst. Registrar/Dept. of Library Service 
8. Mr. S. Thevethasan Staff Officer (Statistics) 

9. Mr. A. Antonyrajan Lecturer 

Copies to: 

1. Director, South Asian Bureau of the Foreign Affairs 

2. Ambassador for U. S. A. in Sn Lanka 

3. Speaker, Congress of America 

4. High Commissioner for UNHCR 

5. Chairman, the Senate 

6. Resident Representative ICRC 

7. The Press 
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APPENDIX VII 


Confederation of People’s Organisations 
Jaffna District 
Temporarily : Dutch Road, Chavakachchen, Sn Lanka 


His Excellency Mr. Bill Clinton 291 Stanley Road 
The Right Honourable President of the U.S.A. Jaffna 

The White House 

Washington D.C. 23 November 1995 
Esteemed Sir, 


THE MEANINGLESS WAR WAGED BY THE SRI LANKAN 
GOVERNMENT ON THE TAMIL PEOPLE 


We the people’s union of the Jaffna district, an organisation of more than a 
hundred general bodies of the district of Jaffna reflecting the ambitions and 
aspirations of the Tamil people send an urgent message to the United States of 
America which attaches the paramount importance to democracy and individual 
freedom in the international politics and to your Excellency’s consideration. 


Your Excellency is cognisant of the fact that we - Tamils - a national race 
of Sn Lanka have been fighting for our political nghts for a long time. At present 
we have fled Jaffna and sought shelter under the trees and along the road sides in 
the areas of Vadamarachchi, Thenmarachchi and Vanni unable to face the brunt of 
ferocious atrocities and onslaught, destruction and the unchecked atrocities of the 
Sri Lankan security forces bent on genocide. Thus, half a million people have 
become refugees and they are under utter distress. 
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At this juncture the mass media, owned and controlled by the Sn Lankan 
government, carry on a propaganda based upon a press release purported to have 
been issued by an official of the South Asian Affairs of your Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs. This news item being devoid of truth, spells out deep shock and anguish to 
the Tamils who are now forlorn and homeless. The alleged news item reads as 
follows: The cease-fire was broken by the LITE and obstinacy and _ the 
propagation of violence of the LTTE caused the suffering of the people. The 
President Chandnka Kumaratunga who got the mandate of the people by 
promising to start a dialogue with the LTTE to settle the problem of the Tamils has 
broken it, and intensified the ethnic war. 


The cessation of hostilities existed between the government of Sn Lanka 
and LTTE for about three months and during this period the government of 
Chandrika did not take any action to settle the ethnic problem. On the contrary, her 
government prepared for war and her activity created suspicion about her 
bonafides in the minds of Tamils. | 


The Actions Taken by the Sri Lankan Government During the Cessation of 
Hostilities 


During the cessation of hostilities there were about two hundred violations 
by the Sn Lankan security forces. The government conducted a recruitment drive 
and allocated two thousand five hundred million rupees in the budget for the needs 
of war. The government did not make any sincere effort in settling the ethnic 
problem through political dialogue. The government refused to make the cessation 
of hostilities a permanent cease-fire and to fulfill the basic political ambitions of 
the Tamil people. 


Due to these factors the LTTE became suspicious of the government of Sn 
Lanka. It assumed that the government of Sn Lanka was trying to strengthen itself 
militarily to crush the political ambitions of the Tamil people by drawing out of the 
political talks. So understanding the subtle intentions of the government of 
Chandrika the LTTE set a deadline to the talks and demanded an immediate 
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solution to some important problems of the Tamil people. 


They demanded the lifting of the economic blockade and the transport 
blockade. But the government of Sri Lanka failed to act positively. Because of this 
negative approach of the government an unfortunate situation of breaking the 
cessation of hostilities arose. 


Without trying to solve the political problems of the Tamil people the 
government of Chandrika bought time in preparing for a military solution. 


Thus we claim that irresponsibility of the government of Chandrika 
inevitably led the breaking of the cessation of hostilities. 


Now the cause of all sufferings of the Tamil people is the army occupation 
and the irresponsible attitude of the government. The Sn Lankan army has 
occupied most part of the North and East. Since the beginning of the Ethnic war 
fifty thousand people have been killed. Millions and millions of rupees worth of 
properties have been destroyed. Throughout the country fifteen lakhs of Tamil 
people have become refugees. They lead a sorrowful life deprived of the basic 
human nights. 


Tt is proved that the Sn Lankan army has been indulging in many terrorist 
activities in the North and East. It generated violence which resulted in genocide. 
The government has been implementing the economic blockade since 1990. The 
Sn Lankan government and its army continue to oppress the Tamil people. We 
wish to point out that it is not acceptable to put the blame on the LTTE for our 
sufferings. 


We wish to remind Your Excellency that many international human nghts 
organisation have vehemently condemned the Sn Lankan army’s atrocities. Yet the 
Sri Lankan government has not taken any constructive action. On the 18th of 
February 1995, we conducted a procession, in which, many lakhs of people took 
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part in Jaffna and appealed to the President of Sn Lanka to solve the ethnic 
problem in a peaceful manner. But she failed to respond. 


Reposing, absolute confidence in the goodwill and bonafides of Your 
Excellency, at this critical juncture we respectfully request your honour to take 
such steps as your honour deem to redress the adverse repercussions arising out of 
a statement reportedly made by an official of your government which not only 
honour democracy and human nghts but also recognises the importance and 
impact of the minorities just struggle against the oppressors of their survival. 


Thank you Sir. 


Yours sincerely, 


President Secretary 
(Solomon S. Cyril) (P. Kanagalingam) 
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THE TRANSLATED VERSION OF THE MESSAGE SENT BY 
MR. V. PIRABAKARAN, LEADER OF THE LTTE TO THE PEOPLE 
AND LEADERS OF TAMIL NADU 


LTTE Headquarters, 
Tamil Kelam 
28. 12. 1995 


On behalf of our people, I wish to express my affection and gratitude to the 
people and leaders of Tamil Nadu for voicing passionately for the Tamils of Eelam 
who are struggling for their liberation against the genocidal oppression of the 
Singhala regime. 

The waves of sympathy that sweeps across Tamil Nadu whenever the 
Eelam Tamils are repressed has always been a deterrent to our ruthless enemy and 
a great source of hope and relief to our aggrieved people. It also impresses upon 
the world that the Eelam Tamils are not alone without support. Even though 
several forces have been making deliberate efforts to pollute the minds of the 
Tamils of Tamil Nadu with ill-conceived notions about our national struggle and 
about the Liberation Tigers who lead that struggle, we are encouraged and 
emboldened to note that there is growing upsurgence in Tamil Nadu demanding 
justice for our people on the basis of ethnic affinity and humanism. 


For a long time even before the birth of the LTTE, the Tamil Nation has 
been bleeding. For a long time, our nation has been facing genocide. In this 
lengthy history, extending over four decades, our language, our culture, our 
education, our economic existence - all the essential elements that form the very 
basis of our national life - have been subjected to systematic destruction. The 
monster of Singhala racism has been usurping our motherland. The Singhala 
armed forces have occupied our historical cities and towns. Hundreds of thousands 
of people have been forced to vacate their own lands and reduced to destitution. In 
this tragic history tainted with blood, forty thousand Tamils have been 
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exterminated. The current war is a continuation and monstrous expansion of this 
cruel genocidal history. 


Historically the Eelam Tamils are faced with blatant genocide. This well 
planned racial extermination is aimed at the genocidal destruction of the Tamil 
Nation. For more than quarter of a century our past generation fought non-violent 
struggles based on the principles of Ahimsa enunciated by Mahatma Gandhi. But 
the Singhala racist state did not understand or appreciate the spiritual or moral 
values of non-violent struggles. Ahimsa agitations were brutally crushed by armed 
violence. With the repression of democratic non-violent struggles racial 
extermination assumed a dangerous proportion. It was when the Tamil people had 
no choice other than to take arms to defend themselves, the Tamil Tiger movement 
and the armed struggle gave birth. 


The Singhala state has been making desperate efforts to characterise the 
mode of armed resistance based on the struggle of self-determination as a form of 
“Terrorism and Separatism’. These ill-conceived notions are being propagated 
among the Indian people and among the international community. This malicious 
propaganda is aimed at distorting the truth and discrediting the mode of our 
struggle. We are neither ‘Terrorists’ nor ‘Separatists’, or propagators of “Armed 
Culture’. We are fighting for a noble cause. We are fighting to protect our people 
from racial annihilation. We are compelled to take up arms against the armed 
violence which has taken a genocidal form. We are faced with a complex 
conflictual historical situation in which we have to struggle with our lives for the 
right to live. We fervently hope that the people of Tamil Nadu and India will 
understand our critical situation. 


The successive Singhala-Buddhist racist governments, since independence, 
have attempted to subjugate and dominate our people instead of integrating them. 
This has compelled our people to decide to determine their own political destiny. 
As a people constituting themselves with the cultural elements of a national 
formation, they are entitled to the nght to self-determination. It is only when state 
repression assumed the dangerous dimension of genocide our people chose to 
invoke their inherent right to self-determination. The mandate to fight for self- 
determination was given by our people to the old leadership, before the growth of 
the armed resistance movement. The political objective and the struggle of our 
movement is based on this political will of our people. It is those who lack a clear 
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vision of the history and legitimacy of the struggle for self-determination in Tamil 
Eelam attempt to characterise us as ‘Separatists’. This attempt to potray the 
legitimate struggle of our people, who aspire to live as free beings with dignity and 
security liberated from the peril of national destruction, as ‘Separatism’ and to 
compare and confuse it with the internal problems of the Indian states is 
misleading and wrong. 


The hope and expectation of our people that the Singhala nation might 
offer an alternative to the demand of an Independent state are now shattered. The 
Singhala nation is not prepared to recognise the historically constituted traditional 
lands in which the Tamils lived for centuries as the homeland of the Tamils. It is 
for the resolution of this crucial issue that the Tamils have been cheated for a long 
time. Tamil political history is full of incidents of abrogation of pacts and 
agreements on this basic issue. 


Chandrika government has scored historical achievements in the task of 
destroying the geographical unity and integrity of the Tamil homeland and 
disrupting the national life of the Tamils. Having cheated the world with slogans of 
“War for Peace’ and ‘Liberating the Tamils’, her regime has occupied our 
historical homeland. The central theme of her proposed package is aimed at re- 
defining the geographical structure of the Tamil homeland. 


From the time of Bandaranaike to Chandrika’s period, successive Singhala 
racist states have adopted repressive military policies instead of peaceful approach 
to resolve the conflict. Chandrika’s approach is unique. Misguiding the world 
under the slogan of peace, she has ingeniously planned and executing a genocidal 
strategy against the Tamils. 


Our Talks with Chandrika have ended in fiasco. Chandrika regime refused 
to create conditions of peace and normalcy by relaxing military and economic 
pressure on the Tamils. Her government was reluctant to enter into a permanent 
cease-fire with international supervision. Instead, under the guise of a fragile 
cessation of hostilities, the government has been strengthening its military 
machine. It refused to open up a land route to the people by relaxing the siege of 
Jaffna. It gave primacy to the hegemonic interests of the military rather than to 
create an environment of peace. 


The government did not give any importance to the peace talks with the 
LTTE. It delegated ordinary bureaucrats to the peace negotiations. High ranking 


46 


political leaders did not participate. The government did not reveal its package of 
proposals during the peace talks with the LTTE. 


Chandrika government failed to take seriously our proposition that we were 
prepared to consider a political framework that recognises the Tamil homeland 
with full form of autonomy to the Tamils. We expressed our goodwill by releasing 
prisoners of war. Yet, Chandrika government was not prepared to even settle the 
minor day to day problems of our people. We felt that the government was not 
sincerely interested in resolving, the ethnic conflict by negotiating with the LTTE. 
We were also convinced that Chandrika regime was not prepared to offer any 
substantial political framework that would satisfy the political aspirations of the 
Tamils. Under these circumstances, when the talks prolonged meaninglessly we 
issued deadlines. But the government did not take our wamings seriously. The 
talks collapsed. Having created conditions for the breakdown of talks the 
government blamed the LTTE. It carried out a false propaganda campaign 
internationally that the LTTE was against the peace approach. In truth, it was 
Chandnika’s government which was opposed to peace. 


Claiming that the Tamil people are the citizens of the country, Chandrika’s 
regime has embarked on a massive military onslaught on the Tamils. Having 
assembled a formidable force in a single battle front, it has occupied the historic 
city of Jaffna and has the Singhala national flag over our soil. The Singhala nation 
is celebrating this tragic event soaked by the tears of five hundred thousand 
displaced Tamils. Celebrations are taking place in Colombo as if the Tamil nation 
was defeated at war. We do not believe that the Singhalese chauvinists who have 
deeply hurt the national sentiments of the Tamils in such a manner would offer 
justice to the Tamils. 


The Tamil nation, which has been conducting a heroic freedom struggle for 
such a long time, will not be frustrated by a setback in a single battle. Our people 
are fiercely determined though they have faced the enormous suffering arising 
from death, destruction, displacement and destitution. We are united and 
determined by the passion for freedom. We are confident that the setbacks of today 
will turn out to be the victories of tomorrow. We are firmly convinced that our 
land which bleeds today will become a free land one day. 


Though our enemy has been adopting devious methods to alienate us from 
the outside world, from the world Tamil community and from Tamil Nadu where 
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our deep roots are embedded, the support and sympathy generating from Tamil 
Nadu have given us moral inspiration and determination. 

We are deeply saddened to note a recent incident in Trichi where a youth 
has taken his life by self-immolation as an extreme form of expression of 
solidarity. While we pay our respects to his passion for freedom and his sentiments 
of ethnic love we feel that such acts of self-sacrifice are unnecessary and therefore 
have to be avoided. 


The Singhala state is firmly determined to continue to carry out the 
genocidal war in Tamil Eelam. In these circumstances, Tamil Nadu should 
continue to voice for our plight and express support to our legitimate cause. This is 
what the people of Tamil Eelam fervently expect from the people of Tamil Nadu. 


Yours sincerely, 

(V. PIRABAKARAN) 

Leader, 

Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam 
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APPENDIX IX 


THE CRIMINALTY OF SRI LANKAN STATE TERRORISM 
AGAINST TAMIL CIVILIANS 


RAMPAGES BY SRI LANKAN ARMED FORCES AGAINST TAMIL CIVILIANS 


The Kumarapuram Massacre - LTTE Press Release; dt. 14/2/96 
“The bodies of 9 children, 8 women and 7 men have been recovered so far from the 
massacre site at the Tamil village of Kumarapuram in the Triconomalee District. 

During the massacre, the Sri Lankan armed forces attacked a Tamil 
pregnant woman who was to deliver her baby in a matter of days. The woman was 
brutally attacked. Her body was recovered with her womb slashed open and her unborn 
child pulled apart. The woman also had gunshot injuries.” 












Necklace killings of Tamil 
“| civilians by organised 
oo Singhala gangs 


: 


Tamil civilians abducted, 
murdered and thrown into 
rivers by men in mufti 
travelling in unnumbered 
cars hs 
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SRI LANKA: 


DISPLACED CIVILIANS KILLED IN AIR STRIKE 


Geneva (ICRC) - On 9 July the Sn Lankan armed forces launched a large- 
scale military offensive against the positions of the Liberation Tigers of Tamil 
Eelam (LTTE) north of the city of Jaffna. The operation, involving intensive 
artillery shelling and air strikes, immediately forced tens of thousands of civilians 
to leave the area. Many of the displaced sought shelter in churches and temples, 
including several hundred people who took refuge in the Church of St. Peter and 
Paul in Navaly. 


According to eye-witness accounts, this church and several adjacent buildings 
were hit by further air force strikes at 4.30 p.m. the same day. During the attack 65 
people were killed and 150 wounded, including women and children. That evening 
and into the night Sn Lanka Red Cross staff evacuated most of the wounded by 
ambulance to the Jaffna Teaching Hospital. Delegates of the International 
Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) present the next morning at the scene of the 
attack noted the widespread damage and measured the extent of the tragedy: many 
of the bodies had not yet been removed from the rubble. (The total deaths rose up 
to around 120) 


Deeply concerned by the series of violent acts that have claimed innocent 
victims, the ICRC calls on the parties involved to respect civilian lives, property 
and places of refuge. It also urges them to respect the protected zone aroung the 
Jaffna Teaching Hospital and to refrain from attacking any other medical facilities. 


- ICRC Communication to the press No. 95/30 (11 July 1995) 





“I want to express my deep-felt sharing in the suffering of so many people 
involved in the ethnic conflict that is tearing Sn Lanka apart. I share the grief of 
those who lost their loved ones in the bombing of the church and school of 
Navali.” 


- Pope John Paul in Vatican City, 12 July 1995 
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“The Sn Lankan government persecutes Tamils on account of their ethnicity and 
their political opinions.....The ongoing violence was the product of decades of 
Singhalese majority efforts to reduce the Tamils to a state of second class 
citizenship.” 


-District Judge Hon. Dickinson Debevoise of the U.S. in the course of a judgement 
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APPENDIX X 


Z 


“CHARACTERIZATION OF THE LTTE AS A “TERRORIST” 
ORGANISATION IS POLITICALLY MOTIVATED 


HAVING NO BASIS IN LAW OR FACT” 
- Karen Parker, Attorney at Law - 


Ms. Karen Parker is an attorney specialising in international law, humanitarian 
(armed conflict) and human nghts law. She is a member of the California Bar 
and has a J.D.(Honours-1983) from the University of San Francisco School of 
Law and a Diploma (cum laude - 1982) in Droit International et Droit 
Comapare des Droits de |1’Homme (Strasbourgh, France). 


Civil War 


“The war in Sn Lanka may be characterised as either a civil war or a war 
of national liberation in the exercise of the right of self-determination. A civil 
war exists if there is armed conflict inside one country between government 
armed forces and at least one other force having an identifiable command and 
having sufficient control over territory to carry out “sustained” and 
“concerted” military action and the practical capacity to fulfill humanitanan 
law obligations. The LTTE has clearly met this test for more than ten years. 

A war of national liberation exists if armed conflict exists between the 
armed forces of a government against the armed forces of a people that has the 
night to self-determination. In my view, the war in Sn Lanka is a war of 
national liberation because the Tamil people have the mnght to self- 
determination.” 


Non-Involvement of Outside States in a Civil War 

“If the war in Sn Lanka is a civil war, outside states are required to be 
neutral - a civil war is by definition an internal affair of state. This is known as 
the duty of neutrality. If the war is a war of national liberation, outside states 
are required to support the side with the self-determination claim - the Thamil 
side. 
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This is because of the jus vogens nature of the right to self-determination. This 
does not mean that another state must provide direct aid to the Tamil people or 
the Tamil armed forces. However, other states must not engage in any activity 
with the Singhala government that in any way undermines the realisation of 
self-determination by the Tamil people.” 


Who ts the “Terrorist” in Sri Lanka? 


“Both parties to the armed conflict on the island of Ceylon violate the rules 
of armed conflict or humanitarian law. However, the mere fact that one side or 
the other violates humanitarian law norms does not deny either the rights or 
duties of combatant force. Accordingly, the LTTE may not be called a 
“terrorist” organisation because in the course of the armed conflict, some of its 
soldiers have violated the rules of armed conflict. In the same light the 
government cannot be called “terrorist” state because some of its military 
operations have violated the rules of armed conflict. Neither side, of course, 
can be considered to violate humanitarian law for carrying out military actions. 
I have noted “condemnation” of the LTTE by the government and others for 
carrying, out military operations that are not prohibited in humanitanan law. 
For example, the LTTE shot down a number of air planes and sank a number 
of ships of the Sn Lankan forces. These actions were called “terrorist” by the 
government of Sn Lanka. These are not violations of humanitarian law and 
therefore cannot be characterised as “terrorist”. 


I do note, however the rampant disregard of humanitarian rules by the 
government forces in persistent and repeated military operations against 
hospitals, schools, market places, churches and locations with a strong 
historical and cultural significance to the Tamil people. I also note the 
difficulty in establishing the culpable party(ies) in a number of situations 
where the LTTE has been accused by the government of killing civilians. This 
is not to say the LTTE have not resorted to killing civilians. However, the fact 
the government accuses the LTTE does not mean the LTTE actually carried 
out the acts in question. The government’s rejection of impartial , international 
fact-finding makes ascertaining the truth ever more difficult.” 
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a) 


b) 


Some References in International Law in Support of Above Thesis 


Parry & Grant - Encyclopaedic Dictionary of International Law 1986 Oceana 
Publications, London. 


The International Regulation of Civil Wars, edited by Evan Luard, Thames & 
Hudson, London, p. 226 and p. 584 - 586. 
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“Two different nations, 
from a very ancient 
period, have divided 
between them in 
possession of _ the 
island: (Ceylon). First 
the ' Sinhalese, f 
inhabiting the interior ' 
of the country in its 
southern and western 
parts from the river 
Wallouve to that of 
Chilow, and secondly 
the Malabars (Tamils), 
who possess the 
northern and_ eastern 
districts. These two 
nations differ entirely 
in their religions, 
language and 
manners. ee 


Colombo 


INDIAN OCEAN 






- Hugh Cleghorn 
British Colonial Secretary 


